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"PROVISION FOR YOUNG IMBECILES."
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SiRs,-I should like to add my support to the opinions
expressed on this subject by Dr. Shuttleworth and Miss
Twining. During the time that I was at the Darenth Schools
for Imbecile Children I repeatedly had to refuse admission to
imbecile children in various parts of England because the
parents did not live in London, residence in the metropolis
being necessary to secure reception of their children. Since
leaving the schools, and more especially since my connexion
with a London hospital for nervous diseases, I have come
into contact with a large number of cases whose parents
or medical attendants wished them to be admitted into
an institution in order that the children might be suit-
ably educated and trained, but I have been obliged in
too many cases to say that no accommodation could be
found. There is no doubt that there are very many im-
becile children scattered throughout the country for whom
training schools should be provided, and my opinion on
this point is strengthened on reading the return recently
made by order of Sir Walter Foster as to the number of
imbecile and epileptic children under sixteen years of age in
each workhouse, separate infirmary, school, or other similar
establishment belonging to the guardians of unions in
England and Wales (excluding the metropolis). It is a
lamentable fact that England-which is foremost in charit-
able and philanthropic enterprise-lags so far behind other
countries in its provision for these unfortunate children. Our
American cousins are usually wideawake and not disposed
to throw away their money, and yet in America there are
fifteen or sixteen institutions for providing education and
training, while we in England are content with six. Plenty of
money is spent year by year in building asylums for the insane
or adding to the accommodation already existing, and yet
hardly anything is done for the training of these children.
To allow the educable cases to remain in unions, where no
provision for teaching is made, is a bad and expensive policy.
This fact requires to be brought home to the minds of
guardians and others whose business it is to look after these
children, and it should be demonstrated to them that it is
quite as necessary and important to make provision for
juvenile imbeciles as for the insane.
I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
FLETCHER BEACH,
Formerly Medical Superintendent of the Darenth Schools
for Imbecile Children.
Kingston-hill, S.W., April 29th, 1895.
"THE WOMEN’S FREE HOSPITAL,
SOUTHAMPTON."
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRs,-The letter in THE LANCET of to-day from the
Medical Society requires a few words of reply, and for many
reasons it is fitting they should come from me. It must first
of all be noticed by everyone who has carefully read the
letters of this society that the charges they have formulated
against the hospital and its officers have undergone frequent
changes, the most notable of which occurs in Paragraph 1, in
which the words used up to the present, "appalling fre-
quency," degenerate into " unusual frequency." This is
most satisfactory, and I am glad the society has seen fit to
alter its verbiage. I do not know even now that the words
11 unusual frequency " are entirely fitting when the facts are
considered. When I began first to know Southampton
intimately from residence in its neighbourhood I was
asked to see a number of patients in consultation and
to do a number of operations. I was not surprised
to find a large proportion of cases of bad pyosalpinx,
for Southampton is just the kind of place where I
should have expected to find them. But I was surprised
to find that no effort whatever had been made effectually to
treat these cases as they must be treated, and I could notdiscover that any ever had been so treated at the Royal South
Hants Infirmary. I urged the establishment of a special
hospital first on Mr. J. F. Ballar, who had been one of my
post-graduate pupils, and then upon Mr. Eliot. The former
gentleman elected to follow another special line of practice
by opening an ophthalmic hospital. Mr. Eliot followed my
advice, and I took no small pains to do all I could to help
him towards success, and I am glad to feel that I have
succeeded. I operated on a large number of cases, scme in
Southampton, many more in Birmingham. If all these had
been included in Mr. Eliot’s list their number in -ratio,
might have, indeed, seemed to be "appalling," but thty
were merely the accumulation of the neglect of yeaTs. 1
attended meetings of the Southampton Medical Society, 1
showed specimens of Fallopian bags of pus fresh from
Southampton patients, I did my best to instruct my
audience in the diagnosis and treatment of such cases-
some if not the whole of the surgical staff of the
infirmary were present-but up to the present day it
would seem as if gonorrhoea and its products were unknown
in Southampton so far as the infirmary is concerned, for not
a case of damaged appendages is yet recorded as having
been dealt with there. There may be, yet I know that in
spite of all my warnings and preaching against what has most
erroneously been termed "Tait’s operation " there has been
a removal of uterine appendages far too widely extended.
Hardly a month of my life passes in which I have
not at least once to interfere and prevent an operation
being performed, and it is very likely that I have given my
vote against proposals of the kind at Southampton. This
has happened in a number of cases at Southampton, and tbis
fact goes to prove not only that I exercised the repressive
influence which all consultants similarly placed must occa.
sionally be called upon to exercise, but that Mr. Eliot loyally
abided by my advice. Some of these cases the members of
the Southampton Society have hunted up, and they pervert, or
wish to pervert, the legitimate inference to be drawn from
them. That early experience will conclude for the necessity of &pound;
operation and that maturer experience will decide against it
is the fact of most striking importance in the whole history
of such operations as strabismus, excision of joints, &c. If it
were not so, what would be the good of extending experience!’
There may be yet, as there have been, errors of commission;
but are those who deliberately and persistently sin by
omission to have no word raised against them ? I assert that
the greatest possible care has been used in the practice of
the Women’s Hospital at Southampton to avoid errors of &pound;
commission, and the fact that the Medical Society of &pound;
Southampton decline to hear the details of all the cases
performed there read before them and be themselves the-
judges shows that they know this to be true. However,
such a paper will be read before the British Gyn&aelig;cological
Society, and then I challenge the members of the Southampton
Medical Society to produce any evidence they may have to
the contrary.
One word as to the resignation of "four non-resident
members of the society" arising directly from this issue,
From the lightsome way in which this resignation is spoken
of your readers might be led to regard it as of no conse-
quence. They are "non-resident members in the sense
that they do not dwell within the borough of Southampton,
but they were the four most distinguished members of the
society, four members of the staff of the neighbouring
Government Medical School at Netley, quite closely enough
resident to know all the facts-men of position and know-
ledge to be able to judge correctly, so completely free from
local prejudice as to give an unbiased judgment and to
satisfy themselves of the real basis of all the complaints.
I am, Sirs, yours truly,
Birmingham, April 27th, 1895. LAWSON TAIT.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRS,&mdash;The committee of the Women’s Hospital are at one-
with the Medical Society in the determination, as expressed
in their last letter, to avoid a newspaper correspondence, and
this communication is the last they will make on the subject
at issue.
They emphatically decline, as in the beginning, to recognise
the claim of the Medical Society to interfere in the affairs of
the hospital, holding as they do the opinion that its action
has arisen only from a "mean and despicable jealousy,"
utterly apart from any true regard for the interests.
of the profession or for the welfare of the sich-a 
fact now thoroughly appreciated in Southampton. If’
complaints had reached them in any legitimate manner,
such as from patients (or their friends) who had been treated
in the hospital, or from subscribers to the charity, or from
leading members of the profession, unbiased by local icBti-
ences, they would have at once removed any defects brought
to notice ; but not a single complaint from any one of these
sources has been made. The committee, therefore, restirg
their case on the integrity of their actions and on the weight
